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Communist Bloc Reaction to US Statements on the 
Use of t)S Ground Forces in Combat in South Vietnam 


1. Initial Communist bloc reaction to US state- 
ments last week on the use of US ground forces in 
combat in South Vietnam has taken a line aimed at 
convincing US policymakers that bloc support for the 
insurgents in South Vietnam might soon increase. How- 
ever, all bloc capitals have been careful to avoid 
spelling out the nature of this support. On 9 June, 
Hanoi broadcast a Liberation Front statement issued 
the same day which condemned US actions and threatened 
"to call for volunteers from the armies of North Viet- 
nam and of friendly countries, when necessary." The 
Front had earlier threatened to call for volunteers, 
but this was the first specific reference to volunteers 
from "armies." Chinese reaction appeared designed to 
convey the impression that Peiping is moving closer 
’to more direct involvement in Vietnam without acttially 
increasing its present conditional commitment to send 
men "if needed." Soviet reaction, confined primarily 
to Pravda editorial commentaries thus far, scores 
the US for taking another "dangerous step," but pro- 
vides no further elaboration on Moscow's policy. 


North Vietnamese Reaction 

2. On 9 June the Liberation Front issued a 
statement condemning US announcements that US troops 
could be made available for combat in Vietnam. The 
Front statement threatened to "call for volunteers 
from the armies of North Vietnam and of friendly 
countries, when necessary." Hanoi Radio broadcast 
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the statement the same day. The DRV party daily 
Nhan Phan on 10 June called the US move a "new 
and brazen step to intensify the war" and at the 
same time attempted to play down the effectiveness 
of US forces in South Vietnam. On 12 June, Hanoi 
Radio added the assertion that "now more than ever 
before" a call for "foreign volunteers" has all 
the necessary conditions to be materialized. The 
only new element in the Liberation Front’s state- 
ment of 9 June was the threat to call in volunteers 

‘ from friendly armies. In its 22 March statement, 

the Front threatened to call for "volunteers" but 
did not specify a particular category. Both the 
Front and Hanoi have subsequently boasted that 
the "Liberation Forces" are ready to meet US 
troops and to defeat them. The more troops the 
US commits, asserted the Front recently, the larger 
US defeats will be. 

» 

i Communist Chinese Reaction 

3. The Chinese response to the 8 June an- 
nouncement that US troops could be made available 
for combat in Vietnam appears designed to give 
the impression that Peiping is moving closer to 
more direct involvement in Vietnam without actually 
increasing its present conditional commitment to 

• send men "if needed." Peiping’s initial response 

• came in an NCNA broadcast on 9 June which asserted 

i that after a series of defeats and having lost 

’ confidence in the South Vietnamese troops, the 

US "had to run the risk" of openly taking part in 
land operations in South Vietnam. 



4. A more authoritative response came in an 
"Observer” article on 11 June in People’s Daily, 
which asserted that the US action was ’’’fraught with 
extremely grave consequences” and warned that the 
US was quickening its steps toward a Korean-type 
war. Observer declared that the action gave China 
a "greater right to back up the Vietnamese people" 
and warned that "all friendly countries" now have 

a greater right to dispatch volunteers at any time, 
"as the Liberation Front requires." 

North Korea 

5. North Korea’s party daily has voiced full 
support for the Liberation Front statement and noted 




that "if the US government has the right to order 
its troops to take part in the fighting in South 
Vietnam, it has the right to ask for North Vietnamese 
troops and volunteers from brother countries to come 
to South Vietnam and fight US aggression, ,f Although 
Pyongyang attempted to convey a sense or urgency in 
its statement, the North Koreans carefully avoided 
extending their commitment beyond the previously 

announced intention to respond with aid and volunteers 
"when requested , " 

USSR 

6, Soviet commentary thus far has been rela- 
tively sparse and confined to Pravda editorial com- 
mentary 0 There has been no author it at i v e commentary 

9 June Liberation Front statement, Moscow 
TASS reported the statement, including the right 
of the Front to call for "volunteers" from friendly 
countries, but omitted the words "from armies e " An 
11 June Pravda editorial reiterated the standard 
Soviet pledge to render the necessary assistance to 
defend North Vietnam, Pravda decried alleged US 
plans to use troops "inoffensive activities on a 
wide scale," and warned of the danger of an enlarged 
war , Soviet press commentators have attempted to 
paint a picture of widespread consternation and 
dissension in the US against the Administration^ 
policy toward Vietnam, 

Eastern Europe 

7. Initial reaction has been reflected in 
Polish 9 Czech, and East German commentary. Both 
Poland and Czechoslovakia mention the v/ealth of 
manpower available to the Viet Cong from Hanoi 
and the socialist countries should it be needed 

or requested. Polish commentary cites the inherent 
risk m the US action and concludes that it marks 

IU conf lict, i.e., the beginning 

of the end for US influence in Southeast Asia. 
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Copy - Lyndon B. Johnson Libra 





